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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . The objection to the specification has been withdrawn in view of the applicant's 
amendment. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 4-1 -09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The primary reference, Black still shows the new limitations. Please, see 
below for more information in their respective claims. 

Drawings 

3. The inclusion of a legend showing the items name next to the reference numbers 
in the drawings will facilitate the comprehension of the drawings. For example, if the 
application is allowed in the future, it would greatly help if the front page drawing can be 
easily identified without having to search each reference number in the specification. 
Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on 
the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The 
figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If 
a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the 
replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered 
and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date 



Application/Control Number: 10/596,323 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2617 

of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or 
"New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the 
examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 1-5 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Black US 200701 27374A1 . 

As to claim 1, Black discloses a communication system comprising a plurality of 
user apparatuses [202,204,206, 208], a communication network and at least one 
application server [218] for implementing an application between a group of at least two 
user apparatuses, said application allowing transmission of at least a first type of 
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content [audio] from one user apparatus of said group to the other user apparatus or 
apparatuses of said group and a second type of content [video] from one user 
apparatus of said group to the other user apparatus or apparatuses of said group, said 
user apparatuses and said application server comprising user floor control means and 
server floor control means, respectively, for separately managing floor access by said 
user apparatuses for the transmission of said first type of content and said second type 
of content, such that only one user apparatus can have the floor at a given time for 
transmitting said first type of content, and only one user apparatus can have the floor at 
the same time for transmitting said second type of content (see fig. 5; par. 0026, 0028- 
0031 ,0068-0069), wherein floor access is separately managed (by media, see par. 0027 
or by group see par. 0023-0024) within a single Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) (see 
par. 0042, 0045, 0048, 0088). Although Black discloses the Internet Engineering Task 
Force (IETF) in paragraph 0128, the section it is aimed to RFC instead of SIP. However, 
that the version adopted by the 3GPP is the Internet Engineering Task Force version. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art at the time 
of the invention to use widely know version for the simple purpose of compatibility with 
the existing 3GPP standard. 

As to claim 2, Black discloses a communication system wherein said user floor 
control means comprise means for transmitting/receiving floor control messages to/from 
said application server, and said server floor control means comprise means for 
transmitting/receiving floor control messages to/from said user apparatuses so as to 
implement a request/grant protocol (see fig. 5; par. 0026, 0028-0031, 0068-0069). 
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As to claim 3, Black discloses a communication system wherein said first type of 
content is voice content and said second type of content is picture content (see fig. 5; 
par. 0026, 0028-0031 ,0068-0069). 

As to claim 4, Black discloses a user apparatus for use in a communication 
system comprising a plurality of user apparatuses, a communication network and at 
least one application server for implementing an application between a group of at least 
two user apparatuses, said application allowing transmission of at least a first type of 
content from one user apparatus of said group to the other user apparatus or 
apparatuses of said group and a second type of content from one user apparatus of 
said group to the other user apparatus or apparatuses of said group, said user 
apparatus comprising user floor control means intended to cooperate with said 
application server for separately managing floor access by said user apparatuses for 
the transmission of said first type of content and said second type of content, such that 
only one user apparatus can have the floor at a given time for transmitting said first type 
of content, and only one user apparatus can have the floor at the same time for 
transmitting said second type of content (see fig. 5; par. 0026, 0028-0031 ,0068-0069), 
wherein floor access is separately managed (by media, see par. 0027 or by group see 
par. 0023-0024) within a single Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) (see par. 0042, 0045, 
0048, 0088). Although Black discloses the Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF) in 
paragraph 0128, the section it is aimed to RFC instead of SIP. However, that the 
version adopted by the 3GPP is the Internet Engineering Task Force version. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art at the time of the 
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invention to use widely know version for the simple purpose of compatibility with the 
existing 3GPP standard. 

As to claim 5, Black discloses a user apparatus wherein said user floor control 
means comprise means for transmitting/receiving floor control messages to/from said 
application server so as to implement a request/grant protocol (see fig. 5; par. 0026, 
0028-0031 , 0068-0069). 

As to claim 7, Black discloses an application server for use in a communication 
system comprising a plurality of user apparatuses, a communication network and at 
least one application server for implementing an application between a group of at least 
two user apparatuses, said application allowing transmission of at least a first type of 
content from one user apparatus of said group to the other user apparatus or 
apparatuses of said group and a second type of content from one user apparatus of 
said group to the other user apparatus or apparatuses of said group, said application 
server comprising server floor control means intended to cooperate with said user 
apparatuses for separately managing floor access by said user apparatuses for the 
transmission of said first type of content and said second type of content, such that only 
one user apparatus can have the floor at a given time for transmitting said first type of 
content, and only one user apparatus can have the floor at the same time for 
transmitting said second type of content (see fig. 5; par. 0026, 0028-0031 ,0068-0069) , 
wherein floor access is separately managed (by media, see par. 0027 or by group see 
par. 0023-0024) within a single Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) (see par. 0042, 0045, 
0048, 0088). Although Black discloses the Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF) in 
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paragraph 0128, the section it is aimed to RFC instead of SIP. However, that the 
version adopted by the 3GPP is the Internet Engineering Task Force version. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art at the time of the 
invention to use widely know version for the simple purpose of compatibility with the 
existing 3GPP standard. 

As to claim 8, Black discloses an application server wherein said server floor 
control means comprise means for transmitting/receiving floor control messages to/from 
said user apparatuses so as to implement a request/grant protocol (see fig. 5; par. 
0026, 0028-0031,0068-0069). 

As to claim 9, Black discloses an application server wherein said first type of 
content is voice content and said second type of content is picture content (see fig. 5; 
par. 0026, 0028-0031 ,0068-0069). 

As to claim 10, Black discloses an method of allowing transmission of a first type 
of content from one user apparatus of a group to the other user apparatus or 
apparatuses of said group and a second type of content from one user apparatus of 
said group to the other user apparatus or apparatuses of said group, said method 
comprising a first implementation of a floor control procedure for managing floor access 
by said user apparatuses for the transmission of said first type of content and a second 
implementation of said floor control procedure for managing floor access by said user 
apparatuses for the transmission of said second type of content, such that only one user 
apparatus can have the floor at a given time for transmitting said first type of content, 
and only one user apparatus can have the floor at the same time for transmitting said 
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second type of content.(see fig. 5; par. 0026, 0028-0031,0068-0069), wherein the 
implementations of a floor access is separately managed (by media, see par. 0027 or 
by group see par. 0023-0024) within a single Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) (see par. 
0042, 0045, 0048, 0088). Although Black discloses the Internet Engineering Task Force 
(IETF) in paragraph 0128, the section it is aimed to RFC instead of SIP. However, that 
the version adopted by the 3GPP is the Internet Engineering Task Force version. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art at the time 
of the invention to use widely know version for the simple purpose of compatibility with 
the existing 3GPP standard. 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Black in 
view Balasuriya US 200501 24365A1 . 

As to claim 6, Black discloses a mobile telephone comprising a camera for 
capturing moving pictures (see par. 0051 ), and multiple keys for requesting the floor 
(see par. 0050). Black does not disclose dedicated keys for voice and video. In an 
analogous art, Balasuriya discloses using keys for voice and video (see par. 0015). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art at the time 
of the invention to using keys for voice and video to assist the user to easily identify 
which media wants to send. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARCOS L. TORRES whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7926. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 am - 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-252-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/George Eng/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 

/Marcos L Torres/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



